Medical terms as well indicate Turkish at the root of Western languages: 


Refusing of this puts history and linguistics in a deadlock, why? 
Kaan Arslanoglu 
ABSTRACT 


My goal is not really to get Turkish accepted into the elite “champions league”. 
This is rather a deep wound of global social science, linguistics and history. No 
matter what great truth you deliberately ignore for ideological, political, 
psychological reasons... What language and what section of history is ignored? 
Never mind. You completely cut off your connection with reality, leave 
scientific honesty behind and therefore science. Foregone conclusion. That’s it. 
| got “scientific” answers to the two articles | wrote here, such as "idiot, 
buffoon, shut up, ignorant, incompetent, go home, not even comic" from the 
majority of the commentators. They explained what | meant better than me. 
Thanks them. That's the scientific climate | wanted to talk about. However, 
these discussions and taunts gave me motivation to read new publications in 
linguistics, which is not my area of expertise. And | saw new releases coming 
out better than | expected, light at the end of the tunnel. I've heard too the 
cliche that the truth has a bad habit of coming out. But for this, | think it is 
necessary to spend more effort instead of lying down and watching. In this 
article, | will show Turkish roots in international medical terms and psychiatric 
terms. Like in Hodja Nasreddin's cat joke, if these are really Turkish, where are 
the Indo-European words? If these are Indo-European roots, where did Old 


Turkish go? 


“Yes, this was his home. Here no harm could come to him. He smiled at 
the mere idea that any harm could come to him here. He avoided looking at the 


divan on which he slept. Every human creature needed a home, not a home of 


the kind understood by crude knock-you-down patriots, not a religion either, a 
mere insipid foretaste of a heavenly home: no, a real home, in which space, 
work, friends, recreation, and the scope of a man's ideas came together into an 
orderly whole, into — so to speak — a personal cosmos. The best definition of a 


home was a library.” 


Elias Canetti (Prof. Kien) (*) 


BACKGROUND 


Turkish is an older language than the Aryan race languages, those are the first 
class languages, whose names are at the forefront of all linguistics discussions. 
No matter from what scientific point of view we look, we come to the same 
conclusion: agricultural development, production relations, urbanization and 
creating states, archeological findings, cultural features, migration routes, 
genetic maps, grammatical and word comparisons. Could there be a way to 
prove this by the Siberian, Central Asian figures in the culture of the Native 
Americans? Languages of indigenous peoples, names of places and animals, 
etc. If these tribes migrated there from Asia 20-30 thousand years ago and still 
preserve Turkic elements in their languages, what does it show? Proto Turkish, 
or whatever we call a common root, has a history of at least 20 thousand years. 
The photo at the end of the page is a national park in Argentina. Alakush: 
(colored bird) is a purely Turkish name and the bird pictures on the sign show 


that the park is about birds (picture 1). 


Our last work was on the language of the Alaska Native Tlingit. In a relatively 
short period of time last month, | compared the words in two Tlingit 


dictionaries with Turkey Turkish (1,2). | found over 220 similar words (3). Except 


for place names. The name of the Tlingit and the ‘Teleut’, ‘Telengit’ are very 
similar. The Telengits (neigbours of Teleuts) are both inner Asian Turkic 
peoples. Telengits and their likely American extension Tlingits. Both languages 
are about to disappear. The name of the Alaskan Athabaskan natives is terribly 
Turkish: (Ata: father, bas: head; baskan: boss, chief). There is also a tribe called 
"Aleut" among them. Let's look at other names: Yukon, Koyuk, Kayak, Kobuk, 


Eyaks, Yakutat etc. (Yokus, yikan, kayak, koy, koyak, kovuk, kobuk, Yakut). 


Due to the name of the region "Yakutat" and being the closest tribe, the 
genetic kinship of the Tlingit with the Yakuts could be considered. But the 
results do not show this. Y chromosome C and Q haplogroup genes are very 
dominant in Tlingit and its surrounding tribes. “The vast majority of individuals 
had mtDNAs belonging to Native American haplogroup A2, while most of the 
rest belonged to haplogroups C and D, which are also indigenous in origin” (4). 
However, the N haplogroup is common in Yakuts, as much as 90 percent 
(5,6,7). But Turkish Kazakhs and Kyrgyz also have significant percentege of C 
and Q genes. Telengit is known as a branch of the Kyrgyz language. | haven't 
come across a study on the Telengit gene yet, but according to one study, 
Kyrgyz people have 19.7 percent C chromosomes and 0.76 percent Q 
chromosomes (8). In the mt-DNA haplogroups, the D haplogroup, which is also 
found in the Tlingit, is around 20 percent in Kyrgyz (9). To sum up, Kyrgyz are 
genetic relatives of Tlingit (American natives), Turkish words have been 


preserved in the Tlingit to an extent close to the proportion in their genes. 


According to Anton Perdih, the natives of Europe were Proto Indo-European 
and Proto Slavic speaking haplogroup | tribes. Following later arrivals, 
immigrants were either assimilated by this Slavic population or vice versa, 


these languages and tribes mixed together. Perdih analyzes the migrations to 


Europe in terms of haplogroups and shows them with maps. The haplogroups 
Rib, Ria and then N1a are the most studied in terms of these language 
movements. “Either the newcomers were absorbed into the autochthonous 
Proto-Slavic community, or the native Proto-Slavic population was so effected 
by the immigrants that they lost their Slavic identity and formed a language, 
which remained Indo-European but no longer recognizable as specifically Slavic. 
The Kurgan Theory and the Pontic Steppe Theory of the Indo-European origin 
failed completely. The Neolithic Discontinuity Theory gives only a part of the 
necessary explanation. The Paleolithic Continuity Paradigm is superior to them, 
but it has to be adapted to the data presented by the DNA Genealogy about the 


timeframe and probable localities of past events” (10). 


The collapse of the Indo-European language theory is evident here. But it has 
not yet been made public that the King is dead. Instead, a new candidate of the 


same lineage is introduced. Perdih's work is a bit “Slavic” but important. 


Xavier Rouard opens a new discussion about Indo-European language theory 
through Anton Perdih's haplogroup migration maps. “This interdisciplinary 
study allowed me to establish, on the basis of linguistic, genetic, archaeological, 
historical and religious data, that linguistic concordances between Gaulish and 
Slavic were linked with Neolithic migrations from North-Western India and 
Pakistan to Iran, Mesopotamia, Anatolia, the Caucasus, the North of the Black 
Sea, Danubic and Balkan Europe, Gaul and Iberia, where Neolithic farmers 
contributed to the formation of the megalithic civilisation which developed in 
Gaul from 5.000 BC and brought an archaic language stemming from a Trans- 
Eurasian original language. This explains the linguistic concordances | 


established between Gaulish and Dravidian languages — 250 common words 


from the 500 words | studied (and 160 with Burushaski), as well as with Altaic, 


Uralic, Kartvelian, Anatolian and Middle-Eastern languages” (11). 


In this study, especially haplogroups Rib and R1a and mt-DNA haplogroup H2a 
and H2a1 diffusion samples come to the fore. The question is raised whether 
the Indo-European language could have originated from a trans-European 
Asian original language. Anatolia is given priority in migration routes and 
language transfer to Europe. The Slavic, Welsh partnership is mentioned and its 
Dravidian origin is shown. A word comparison study is said to have been made. 
It is stated that the study also covers Altai, Ural and Anatolian languages (11). 


What about the result? 


The following is important: “The genetic and linguistic links between Brits, 
Basques, Czechs, Slovaks, Greeks, Armenians, Turkmens and Pamirian 
Yaghnobis and the crucial role of migrations from Central Asia are mentioned 
by Spencer-Wells et al. (2001). (...) The presence even in modern French of 
words close to Burushaski linked to pastoralism and agriculture (terre, earth, 
close to ter, mountain pasture, bélier, ram, close to belis, ewe, lamb, bouc, he- 
goat, close to buc, he-goat, charrue, plow, close to har, plow, pomme, apple, 
close to phamol, fruit), family (maman, mother, close to mama, mother, papa, 
father, close to bapo, father, fils, fille, son, daughter, close to pilili, child). (...) 
Burushaski words quoted in this study, also plead for a migration linked to the 
expansion of pastoralism and agriculture from Central Asia and the confines 
of India to the Caucasus, Anatolia, the Balkans and Western Europe at the 
Neolithic. This migration is attested by the arrival in France of goats carrying 


genes from Central Asia and Pakistan” (11). 


“This migration brought to Europe an archaic EuroAsiatic language, mixing 


features of the most archaic Indo-European languages of India and Anatolia, 


Dravidian, Elamite, Altaic and Ibero-Caucasian languages, which took part in 
the formation of Indo-European languages, of which Burushaski, classified by 
the famous linguist E. Hamp as the most archaic IndoEuropean language linked 
to Indo-Hittite, is a remnant. According to Horvath (2021), Burushaski was the 
first language spoken on the Iranian plateau before being replaced by Elamo- 
Dravidian and later Indo-European, which tends to confirm the anteriority of 
Burushaski and the theory that this language, as Elamo-Dravidian, contributed 
to the formation of Indo-European languages. My theory is also coherent with 
Copeland’s (2021) links of Indo-Europeans with Altaic and Uralic peoples, 
Akkadians and Hittites, which pleads for a migration of pastoralists by a 


Southern route from Altay to Ireland” (11). (...) 


“All these recent studies lead me to conclude (...) that Indo-European 
languages stemmed from a Trans-Eurasian original language which 
originated in Central Asia and expanded from there with agriculture and 
pastoralism. |am aware that my present critical review study won’t close the 
never-ending controversy about the original homeland of Indo-Europeans but | 


hope however it will bring a useful contribution to the debate” (11). 


Xavier Rouard's article is a valuable one. He continues to call the new boy by his 
big brother's name, but after a few years the boy will be aware of something 
and create a new name for himself, a new legend. He won't even need the 


initiation rite for that. 


A one-sided and rigid view of genetic groups leads us to false conclusions. A 
versatile and flexible perspective opens up new possibilities for our thinking. By 
considering a few haplogroups, we can find solid evidence for our theory. But 
the same evidence can again undermine our own theory. As for Turkish and 


haplogroups. The aforementioned haplogroups are densely present in Turkic 


populations. R1a and R1b are also found at high rates in Turks. The most 
common haplogroups in Turks are J2, Rib, R1a, J1 and then G, I, E etc... CandQ 
increase significantly as one goes into East Asia. The Yakuts, the furthest Turkic 
clan, have 90 percent of the N group. Turkishness is first and foremost a 
language union. Turkish-speaking tribes are considered Turkish and they can be 
in any haplogroup except a few haplogroups. Therefore, every haplogroup 
mentioned in the Indo-European discussions is also the proof of the Turkish 


root. 


Where is the grammar of Turkish in the evolution order? Primitive and second- 
class, as Indo-European theorists originally claimed? Even if we accept this as 
such, these insults are proof of the rootedness of Turkish. Because only the 
primitive can be root. But if we take science as a guide, we will see that 
languages will not come to elitist classification. Chris Knight is one of the 
experts on the question of how language developed during evolution. 
According to him and his friends, the total number of languages spoken so far 
in the world can be calculated as 130 thousand. The vast majority are dead. 
How does Turkish, as a still living language, rank at first 5 percent among these 
languages and in the top 10 in terms of prevalence? Again, according to the 
authors of the same book, this is directly related to the early transition to the 


agricultural society and “civilization” (12). 


Grammar comes after mimics, gestures, meaningful sounds and symbols. So 
how did this happen: “For grammar to evolve, speakers must first be liberated 
from primate-style worries about reliability. Listeners must be prepared to give 
speakers the benefit of the doubt, evaluating truth not signal by signal but 
holistically, postponing judgement until the entire utterance is complete, 


focusing at each point not on surface meanings but on underlying 


communicative intentions. The liberating freedom to ‘lie’ not only depends on 
the speaker but also presupposes encouragement and trust on the audience’s 
part. Narrative cannot evolve without this precondition, and neither can 
grammar. Far from punishing imaginative creativity, sympathetic listeners must 
go out of their way to reward it, valuing fictions, deviations, and even apparent 


errors as cues to what speakers may have in mind” (13). 


If we look at it from this perspective, isn't the more flexible the grammar (as 
Turkish grammar), more close to evolutionary root grammar... and secondly the 
more advantageous one in terms of communicating, persuading, getting 
approval, feeling safe and deceiving the other person? Turkish has such a 
flexible grammar and can be used in any form, similar to the grammar of any 
language. It is one of the most advantageous languages in terms of 
evolutionary selection. Namely, it is the most average language, it can easily 
appeal to every language and every tribe. In Turkish, you can make a sentence 
in such a regular way: “Sen git-ti-n” (you went) (initialy pronoun ‘sen: you’, 
secondly verb ‘git: go’, then tense ‘ti: did’, at the end pronoun suffix ‘n: you 
went). You can also construct the same sentence in a different way: “Gitti-n 
sen” (you went - pronoun is at the end, pronoun suffix at the end of the verb); 
another form: “gitti-n” (you went - no pronouns, verb ending with pronoun 
suffix); “sen gittin?” (interrogative sentence with a difference in intonation: did 
you gor). Another example is: “Sen gidince” (gid-in-ce) (when you go, in-when), 
“ben gidince”, “o gidince”, “onlar gidince”... (Although the pronoun changes, 
the predicate (gidince) never changes as in Indo-European). Ultimately, what | 
want to say is this: One starts a sentence in Turkish, and can change the 
sentence more easily at the end according to the reaction of the other person. 


Kalemi olan var mi? Is there anybody has a pencil? Also you can say: Var mi 


kalemi olan? Is there anybody has a pencil? This provides an evolutionary 


advantage, | think. 
INTRODUCTION 


lam a medical doctor and psychiatrist. | talked and wrote in Latin and English 
medical terms for decades in my work. Since our student years, we have been 
catching similarities with Turkish in medical terms and having joy and making 
fun of them. All of them were interesting coincidences, and we attributed our 
dexterity to find new ones to our wit and “high degree intellegence”! But in the 
last 10 years, I've come to realize that it's funny to attribute all these to 
coincidence, in fact we weren’t very smart. The linguistics have been tracked to 
such an nonattractive area due to sedantery and conservative academics as 
well as some crazy amateurs from all professions, from all level of intelligence. 
And even literati avoided exploring the roots of their own language. The same 
difficulties remain, but the multiplicity and load of the new findings are still 


compelling. 


In this mini-dictionary, | only included the ones that we are sure to be of 
Turkish root. There are many other words identical to Western medical terms 
in Turkish dictionaries. | did not take those with Arabic and Persian roots. Many 
words are debatable whether they are Turkish or Persian. | got in my list few of 
them what we claim to be Turkish. Some may still object to certain words. But 
Turkish influence on Persian is more than Persian influence on Turkish. This is 
related to prehistoric and posthistorical Turkic sovereignty in those regions. 
The two languages, sometimes brotherly, sometimes hostile, developed 
together for at least 5 thousand years. Many Persian rulers are of Turkish 
origin. Let's not forget: The name of the most famous Persian king in history is 


Darius Codomannus. Darius is “Darayava"us”. “Yavuz”, “Kodaman” are also 


Turkish names. Kocaman, kodaman: great, greatest... I'm not saying that this 
historical person is Turkish, but I'm trying to explain how languages are 
intertwined. When the Ottoman Sultan Yavuz went to conquer Iran, another 


Turkish sultan, Shah Ismail, was the head of Iran (picture 2,3,4). 


One more note: Western languages add an ectopic 's' to the beginning of words 
originating from Turkish. When this 's' is removed, the Turkish root is reached: 
(scare > korku, scab > kabuk). Another rule: for Turkish words with the second 
letter ‘r’. The leading vowel is dropped when having taken by West (6Greke > 


rocket, er > reach). 


Let's move on to the examples. Italics are English Latin terms, bold ones are 


Turkish equivalents. For broader definitions of words, see reference (14). 
MEDICAL TERMS (SAMPLES) 

Cardia, cardiology: yurek, cordk 

Chirurgie: to cut > kes / PIE root: kes 

Dentist: dis hekimligi / tooth, teeth > dis 

Dermatology: deri hastaliklari bilimi 

Geriatri: geri-iatri / geri > kari, kart; iatri > ota 

Gynecology: PIE root: gwen > kadin, hatun 

latri: medicine / ota, otaci, otacilik 


Logy: science / PIE root: leg (bind) > ilik, ilmek, ile, ulama etc. / Indirect link 


Ophtalmology: PIE root: okw (to see), eye (PIE root: okw) (15), auge (German) > 
oku (read — originaly see and change to the ‘voc’al in Old Turkish), g6z (eye) / 


indirect but definit link 

Orthopedia: orto, ortho > orta: middle; also “right, straight, moderate...” 
Pathology: patho > bad > bet > bat (Old Turkish — Radloff) 

Podiatri: podi > foot > but 

Psyche (psychiatry, psycology): us, es (Old and Altaic Turkish) wisdom, soul 
Surgery: PIE root ghes (hand) (?) > kes (cut) 

Urologia: erre (Old Turkish urination), ireme (breeding) 


Prefixes of medical terms (let’s leave suffixes for another articles): Ab, ad (e-a) 
> e, a (direction); ab: 6biiru; ante: 6nde; alter: alt, alt ist; ana: with many and 
ambiguous meanings, PIE root: on > Gnde, Gn, general, main: ana; com: kamu, 
kamug (community); con: kon, kenet, kenges, kopgi, kolbo, kos; coop: kop, 
kop¢a; co! (collect): kolbo, g6l; de: degil; dis: degil, diis; dual, du: secundo > 
ikili, ikinci, tung, tungai (Radloff); in, endo: engiz, endir (Kyrghyz), ingiz 
(Radloff); intra: in-dogru; inter: in-yer; eu: iyi; ex: eksi, eksilmis, ¢ik, ‘ks’ 
(Okstruk, aksirik...); extra: ek; ecto: ek; gen, gene: can (not Persian because 
there is also Old Turkish version: ‘yan’; iso: esit; juxta: yakin; cross: karst; 
contra: karst; circum: sar, sarmal; epi: hep; ob: oyuk, kovuk, obruk; mu/ti: mol, 
bol; poly: bol, mol; no, none, not: ne; omni: yeme: all (Radloff); uni: 6n, en 
(first, unic); quadro: d6ért; tetra: dort; para, peri: beri; pro: bir, birinci; pre: bir, 
birincil; per: her; syn: sinme (absorb); u/tra: 6te, ulu; up, upper, upon: kop, aba, 


apa 


Aberran: 6biru 


Ache: aci 

Acro: u¢ 

Amputation: budama 
Anxiety, angst: mung, bung 
Apex: ap, aba 

Asylum: root in ‘saglik’ 
Auidio: duy, duyma 
Auscultation: isitme 

Bio, botanic: bit, bitki 
Body: bod, beden 

Bolus: bol 

Bondage: bag, ban, baglama 


Bowels: bagirsak, bagir-sak / “from Old French boele "intestines, bowels, 


innards" (12c., Modern French boyau) ” OED (15) 

Brain: meyin, beyin 

Bruise: bere 

Bursa: intra-articular sac / bursa > buris / b6rk-bGrs ( -k > -s) (Adnan Atabek) 
Calorie: kala (Altaic) (fire, hot) 

Cannabis: kendir, kenevir 


Carbon: kor, k6z, kav 


Carpus: kari (arm, hand) 

Cauda: kudruk, kuyruk 

Cavite: kovuk 

Cephalo: kafa 

Cesarean: kesi 

Chest: kégis, gogiis 

Cicatrix: scar > kesi, kesi izi 

Coagulate: koyulasma 

Colon: kol 

Congress: kenges 

Corona: (PIE root ‘sker’ ) kivir, kivrik 

Costa: kas, kidi, kty1 

Cure: care, kur, kureme 

Curettage: kureme 

Curvature: kivrim 

Dactly: finger / dokun, dokunan (Indirect but definit link) 
Delirum, delir: deli, delilik 

Depression: de-press > baski, baskilanma (Indirect but definit link) 
Disection: kesi 


Donor: don, donat, diiniir 


Drenage: dere 


Dura mater: dura > dur, durabilir > durable (tahta, tura etc.), mother > meme > 


ana 
Ectopic: ek 

Erase, raze: ‘or’ Turkish root, orak 

Esthesia: sezi 

Eugeny: iyi can, iyi gene 

Euphory: iyi fir-lama / PIE kok: bher ( ver-ber-fir ) 
Exitation: 6ke, 6ktet, eksilen, 6jet (Radloff) 
Fissure: Gizi, iz 

Foramen: hole > oyuk > bore > boru, bura, burgu 
Frontal: like ‘burun’(nose) at front, 6nde, firlak 
Gena, chin: gene 

Gene: can, yan 

Germ: tren, Urendi, gir 

Glomerul: yumru, yuamak 

Growth: gurlesme, goverme 

Gut: bowel / gét 

Hallusination: hayal (Arabic), kiyal (Turkish) 


Heal, healer: iyilesme, iyilestirici 


Health: iyilik 

Humerus: omuz 

Injury: yara 

IIIness: illet 

Irrigate: ark, arik, irmak 

Irritation, irritabl: Grku, irkilme, Ork6ot 
Incision: kesi 

Join: kaynama 

Krio: kar, kiragi (snow, frost) (Indirect but definit link) 
Ksero: kuru 

Ligament: ilmek, ilik, ulama, ula, ile... 
Mammal: meme, memeli 

Mania: mengi, mengrey, maniklik (Radloff) 
Menthal, mind: menglik, men, ben, benlik 
Mucus: simik 

Myelin: meyin, beyin 

Needle: igne, inne 

Obesity: oburluk 

Occipital: eksen 


Ocular: PIE kok ‘okw’ / oyuk, oku 


Os, osseus: sok 

Os, ostium: us, ustu, agiz (Radloff) agiz, aciklik 

Osselet: asik 

Ovum: yum, yumurta 

Pandemic, epidemic: tumu (Altaic) may be a coincidens, but interesting 
Partial: pargali 

Percussion: ver-ber, kit vurma 

Phyto: bitki 

Quarantine: originated from “kirk” (forty) days isolation 
Retarde, retarded: tar > dur 

Rhino: burun 

Saliva: salya 

Sanatorium: saglikli yer 

Sanitation, sanitary: saglik, esen 

Science: sak (wisdom), san, say (perceive, count) 
Sedantery: sit > otur > sedir 

Sedimentation: oturma, sedir 

Sence: sezi 

Septum: saba, sabi (Radloff) 


Sex: sikis 


Sinew: sinir 

Sinus: in / the ‘s’ rule 

Smear: surme 

Soma, somatic: som, somut 

Sguint, asquint: sas 

Stich (sutur): dikis / the ‘s’ rule 
Stutter: tutuk, tutulma / the ‘s’ rule 
Sulcus: oluk, su olugu 

Suspension: asi, asilma 

Tars: tarak 

Term, terminology: terim (Old Turkish), téru, derme, dernek 
Therapy: derman 

Tissiu, texture: doku 

Tortion: dur-me, dir, bur, burk 
Traction: tart 

Tricho: tuy 

Tuber: tobi, tepe 

Tubulus: gubuk, tchoubouq 
Tumour: tomur 


UIna: el 


Ultrasound: ultra (Gte), sound (tin, tin, tint) / the ‘s’ rule 
Valerian: baldiran 

Vision: gozleme, izleme 

Vital: (PIE root ‘gwei’ ) géver, bit (indirect but definit link) 
CONCLUSION 


(*) lam not the reincarnation of Professor Kien. The character of that Canetti’s 

novel. At the same time, Indo-European theory will no longer be in his peaceful 
home, the quiet library of people like Professor Kien. Evidence, documents, and 
findings against this theory began to weigh too heavy for a few to bear. | will 


continue to put most of them on your shoulders. 


— 
| BIENVENIDOS AL 
CENTRO DE VISITANTE: 
ALAKUSH 


ISMAE! “SOPH aie 2 ¢ 
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picture (2) 
darayavahus 
kodomannus 


picture (3) Ottoman Sultan __ picture (4) Shah ismail of Iran 


Yavuz 
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